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> Now is Christ risen from the dead, and become the first Sruits of them that slept!’ 
—1Cor. xv. 20. |  Pavs. 


— 
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If we would acquire views on any subject that shall prove lasting, views that shall 
bide with us, We must think of that subject extensively; we musg think of it in all its 
- relations and uses. Partial conceptions of things lead to confusion and misrepresenta- 
‘thoa, and involve the reputation and understanding of both the teacher and the taught, 
_ No subject in Christianity, perhaps, suffers more from mal-conception and lin 
conception, than the subject treated of in these papers, the death of @brist ; pet a 
| t's reflection must convince every considerate disciple, that of all Evangelica! 
is the article which it behoves the teachers of christianity, and christians _ 
‘themselves most of all to understand. _Is it not truly singular that the state of audi 
is such as actually to have created a prejudice ggainst even the investigation of 
ject? The death of Christ can scarcely be mouthed in public or in private htnaal ex- 
citing the apprehensions of even the most ardent reformer. It has heretofore proved a 
hone of constant and virulent contention among all parties, and therefore we say let it 
alone ; touch it not ; it is not necessary we should understand every thing about it ; the 
atonement is an exciting topic and bas been the source of ki Re 
divisions, therefore we say let it alone. | 
Now, reader, why is it that the atonement is so exclusivelyaliibeisted with the death 
of Christ? Did the death of Christ accomplish nothing but the atonement? Or is the 
atonement the prime object in the christian belief? It has been stated in our former ‘ 
that this, splendid fact is variously rélated to Christ himself, to God the Father, 
_. fo angets, to devils, and to men; how limited then muat that man's conceptions of it be Fae 
whe, the moment he hears it mentioned, associates it withatonement andquarrelsabout 
the atonement? The fact is that such a person knows nothing aright, of this great ah 
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matter, and ought to review his premises; he ought to school him- 
self betterin a subject which so vitally affects himself and others, 


a sibject which occupies so eminent a rank among the facts on 


which the christian religion is founded. 

We have in our former paper seen that the death of Christ is a 
fact which stood related by a law of natural ‘and moral necessity 
to the resurrection of his body and the perfection of his moral na- 
_ ture, and by consequence to his assumption of those royal offices 
with which he has been clothed in heaven for the salvation of man- 


radical relations are so generally, | had almost said so uniformly, 
overlooked? Why is it that in order to discourseabout the general 
or special import of the death of Christ, in relation to ourselves, 
we should contemn or at least neg!ect those splendid results which 
w outof the fact relative to the person and spirit of the Saviour 
Is not “a rise Saviour” a no! le element of christian 
oratory? Is not his perfection as the High Priest of mankind, his 
elevation to heaven, and the various functions of his glorious “ofl 
ces equally interesting as elements of christian preaching? These — 
_were all-pervading themes in the proclamation of Paul, who must 
certainly be regarded as the most excellent model for all evange- 
lists to imitate. Do not then, reader, in your consideration of this 
ime doctrine, overlook its results as refering to the Saviour him- 
self; do not when thinking, speaking, or weiting of this matter for- 
get that it took place first of all with aa immediate reference to 
the resurrection of his body and jpocaety with a reference to the 
perfection of his soul. 

We shall now endeavor to wing before our redline the relations 
which the death of Christ bears to God the Father: 

First, then, the death of Christ does not sustain the same rela- 
tiogs to the Father that it doesto the Son. For instance, it de- 
prived the Son of his life, but it did not deprive the Father of life. 
It. did not change the state of the Father from mortality; but it 

the condition of the Son in this respect. _[t did not perfect 

the moral nature of the Fathers; but it did that of the Son, and was 

~ intended to fit him for those high offices for which he arose from 

the dead. In short it is not the life or state, but the character of 
God that is affected by the death of Christ. 

Let us then enquire how the character of God the Father is af- 
fected by the death of his Son; our Lord Jesus. 

The nature’of Deity as described in scripture, is physical, intel- — 


~~ kind. Now why is it that in our proclamation of the gospel these 


lectual, and moral; or which is the same, he is possessed ot power, 


a _Syyjadom, and goodness; for the word power refers to his physical, 


wisdom to his intellectual, and goodness to his moral nature; we 
haye to enquine; therefore, how the the character of God in the 
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different of his natute was affected by, the splenic 


fact under consideration, 

begin with the. moral nxture of our Father:— 
All must confess that “to give up his Son Jesus Christ to death 
for us all” was most good; *and furnished heaven and earth with 


the most illustrious proof of his philanthrophy, or love of men. In_ 


Titus, indeed, it is described as the shining forth of his philan- 
_ throphy, all former indications of benevolence being comparatively 
_ the mere twilights, or dawnings of that sun-bright regard for men 
- which blazed forth when God set forth hisSon in blood Ithat through 


~~ faith we might have the remission of sins that are past. Our — 


Lord Jess “enunciated this: goodness of God in terms the miost 
- affecting, in his*conversation with Nicodemus, when he said con- 
trary tothe prejudices of all Jews that “God so loved the world, 
that he gave his only begotten Son that whosoever believeth on him 


might net perish but’ have everlasting life. ‘The death of Christ, 


in short, isevery where im scripture spoken of as the brightest and 
most unequivocal manifestation of the love of God. “Hereiti,” 

says John, “is the Jove pf God manifested, not that we loved God 
but that God loved us and sent his Son to be the propitiation for our 


sins.” Nor could the moral excellence of the Divine Father, ee | 


haps, have been brought before men by any other means. : 
There subsisis then, between ‘the deatlyof Christ and the menal 
nature of the Divinity, a relation like that which subsists be~ 
tween any two things the first of which never can be fully known 
without the last. ‘To illusirate; ‘The vegetable force can be seen 
in the production of the trunks, stems, and straws of grasses, 


- flowers, and trées; its.energies are rendered still more evident or 
are further knowa by the branches, or twigs, and leayes; but we’ 


understand the ultimate and highest energies of which the vegeta- 
ble forces are capable only when we see the buds, flowers, my 
perycarp or fruit and the seed which they contain for the re-pro- 
production of their species. Thus is it with God, our Father; his 
goodness is over all his works; his benevolence is seen and felt 
every where in life and in the the things necessary to life, and in 
religion also; but the unmouified discovery of his moral excellency 
only through death of his our Lord Jesus 
rist. 

But to come to the intelleotual nature of God as 9 affected by the 
death of Chrisi—the wisdom exhibited in this affair. While every 
one will say that to give up his Son to death wa8 most good, ' the 
question arises was it wise? Itwas good. Wasit wise? » 

To give up his.Son to death for us all was in God most. 
still the question arises, and it deserves to. be, answered, 


wise? Are the wisdom andthe goodness of the Eternal alike e evi 
dent io this greataffair? | Was this unparalleled philanthrophy thie 
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ness, or did it grow out of the necessity of the case 
and the unrivaled wisdom of the Almighty? =~ 

- Phe wisdom of God ‘as related to the death of Christ deny''be 
seen from many points; but when viewed in connection with the 


constitution of man and his moral elevation by the Christian reli- 


gion, it appears exceedingly obvious. - Two of the most active 
powers in human nature are, it is well knoiem, those of faith and 
hope; in perfecting the morals of the disciples therefore it was 
indjspensibje that both these powers should be enlisted; it was 


‘necessary for the accomplishment of his moral designs that the — 


author of our salvation should bring: over.to his aid — active 
powers.of faith and hope. 

‘The object of our hope, therefore, ietuntubes ué in the splendid 
and inspiring fact of a future resurrection ; but it is founded on the 


_ promise of the Almighty and derived inimediatel y from the resur- 
rection of the Lord Jesus: nay the general resurrection is so in- 


separably connnected, with that of Christ, that if the one has not 
taken plage the other never will; if Christ the first fruits has not 
been reaped and offered to the Lord of the,harvest, the whole har- 
vest is unsanctified, and will never be reapt; those who have died 
in Christ have perished ; and we are yet in our sins: thea argument 
then is this; first oyr morals required to be purified and elevated ; 
secondly this could not be done without bringing over to the side of 
righteousness the active principle of hope; third'y hope could not 
be established, but by being placed on an immoveable basis, and 
like faith required to be sustained by facts; that our hope like our 
faith might be in God, God raised our Lord Jesus from the dead; — 
finally he could not have been raised unless he had first died. He 


died; and the splendid results of his death fully justify the wisdom 


of God in permitting, in ordaining it; for he gave himself by the 
will of God for our sins. 

The wisdom of God as related to the death of the Lord Jesus 
may be seen in the following also. God is the great Ruler of 
men, and as such he put them originally upder law which he him- 
self framed and promulgated: It would be incongruous with all 
our ides of a righteous Governor, the majesty of law, the general 
welfare, and the common maxims of good order, to suffer the laws 
to. be violated with impunity. The death of Christ has demon- 
strated to men and angels what the wisdom of God is in this re- 
spect, and that his character as the Governor of the Universe can 
not be compremitted. 

But we dare not enter in detail upon the various points by which 


the death of Christ holds of the wisdom of God; from what has 


already been offered the reader must perceive that as it was most 
good in God to give up his beloved Son for our sins, so it was.most 
wise; yes it was most wise, and hes resulted in the redemption of 
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our souls from sin in all its debasing influences; it has resulted in 
the settlement of both our faith and hope, and has laid a foundation. 
for a succession of reformations which can issue im nothing but 
aad perfection of our moral nature, and our final glorification in 
ven. 

. But how is this event, the death of Christ, related to the power of 
God? As the resurrection of Jesus was brought about by the power 
of God, it will be obvious toevery one that the power of God must 
be related in some way to his death; fur without his death how 
could he have been raised? The death of Christ then led to the 
‘most surprising development of his power who claims to be the God 
of the bible, the true God; and the Apostle Paul refers to it as such, 
and designates it the “greatness of his power which he wrought in 
Christ Jesus when he raised him from the dead and set him at his 
own right hand in the heayens, far above all principalities, and 
powers, and might, and dominion, and every name that is named 
not only in this world but also in that which is to come, and gave 
him to be head over allthings to the church which is his body, the 
fulness of him that filleth all in all, 

Thus we may see in general that the death of Christ is an event 
which involves the Divine character in all its departments, phys- 
ical, moral, and intellectual, or is related most intimately to the 
power, wisjom, and goodness of the Divinity. The special rela- 
tions which the fact of Christ’s death bears to the Divine character 
will be‘more particularly considered in some future paper. After 
which we shall, Deo volente, proceed to the examination of its 
relations to the Holy Spirit, which is a part of the enquiry that is 
full of interest, as is also the relation of the fact to angels, to devils, 
and to men. _ EDITOR. 


The following letter, and plan of manumission are from brother Dr. N, Field ; they 
were received while we were in Kentucky, and therefore our answer was written 


in somewhat of a haste. Rp. 


Baotner Scotr,— 

I have read your reply to my last letter, with mingled feelings 
of mortification and regret; 1 am unable to decide whether it is a burlesque 
or an evasion. I cannot believe that you intended it as an argumentative re- 
plication, You have not denied a solitary position assumed in my letter.—-- 


‘That the slavery of the United States has no parallel for cruelty and crime, in 

the annais of sacred history, you have not questioned. ‘That neither the bond- 

‘age of the Jews in Egypt nor the servitude permitted under their dispensation 
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can equal negro slavery, for moral turpitude, you have not disputed. Against 
‘the logical deduction of my most offensive position you have not protested---but 
you have evatled the question of slavery so far asthe church is concerned and 
have shifted the whole sin‘upon the shoulders of thegovernment. You say 
that you are not the apologist for slavery, and are not willing that it shall be 
perpetuated inconnection with the ancient gospel, and yet your letter indicates 
and asserts distinctly the right of the disciples to hold Slaves! I should take it 
that no christian ought to be unwilling or ashamed 4 apologize for the exercise 
of aright derived from authority so high asthe gospel af Jesus Christ ———— 
I can find only two positions im your letter worthy of notice. 1st “That slavery 
isa political and not a religious orn” orin other words, it is the ‘sin of the 
state and notof the church. | 

2d. That christians may hold slaves fue laws of the land permit ‘See 
When these positions are carried out it follows as a corollary that the church 
may participate in national crime, with impunity, provided she has had no 
agency in making the laws that originated it; atid that the church need not be 
better than the political government. JI will notwndertake to trace the conse- 
quences of these deductions, but will do it at a more convenient season, anc 
hope to be able ultimately to show that christians have had a powerful agency 


in originating the slave system, and are now a serious impediment in the way of 
its extinction. 


You challenge me ito point to a single law in the code of the itlstatn 
tion, saying that a citizen of the Kingdom shall) not hold a slave.” From this 
it seems that whatever is not expressly forbidden in the christian code, js author- 
ised. That every man may see the absurdity of this conclusion, I will present 
the following as an offsett. I challenge you, brother Scott, “to point me to a 
single law in the code of the christian nation saying that a citizen of the 
kingdom shall not gamble, race horses, burn the bible, or marty his mother; 
where is your express law against betting, or making a living by the art of leger- 
demain? I know of none, and yet constructively, such acts are repugnant to the 
code. If you could prove that the servitude found in the world at the time the 
law of Chnst entered, was perpetuated, and the right to enslave was transferred 
from masters to their children uader a convoy of apostolic authority, and that 
that servitdue was the same in its statutary character as American slavery, I 
will yield, forever yield the claims of natural right and common justice, founded 
upon the bible, and cease to be a christian, but I have too much faith in the 
goodness of God to believe such result posssible. 

If you will convert your challenge into an affirmative proposition, I will meet 
"you, and discuss its merits viva voce, as I write so seldom upon any subject, the 
‘pen would prove a slender missile in my hand, in a conflict with a veteran of 

Herculean prowess; it has been my misfortune to have allotted to my tempera- 
ment “more benevolence than wisdom,” my intellectual imbecility, however 
deplorable is more to be pitied than obduracy of heart, my mental poverty is 
quite appreciable, from the fact that I am not found in the ranks of abstract, 


calculating christians and politicians who write “‘correct,comprehensive,” and 
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exquisitely delicate dissertations upon slavery, as a matter of fact question, 


Questions of fact require an elaborate exegesis to domonstrate_ their verity; but 


I should be delinquent in benergience were I to diminish the “pleasure that my 
brethren derive from a conviction Of superior sagacity. If denying to them a 


claim to “more wisdom ¢han benevolence would superinduce the slightest pain, 


[ would be uncharitabléte withhold the award. But I have digressed. I will 


shape your challenge #0 a8 to embrace American slavery in its most essential 


‘features, and then segavhether you will undertake to maintain it. It is aa fol- 
jows: | 


There is not a single law in the code of | christian nation that prohib- 
its a citizen of the Kingdom from holding a s!ave in involuntary bondage, from 
selling the slave to whom he pleases, thereby separating the slave from his dear- 
est reiatives, from bequeathing him by last will and testament to his children to 
a dozen generations, from keeping the slave in perfect ignorance, and his offspring, 
from punishing him at pleasuréy@inid Withholding from him a just compensation 
forhis daily wil. To this plain Matter of fact question, brother Scott, you are 
invited to come, if you willfake thé @ffirmative, | pledge myself to overthrow 
your arguments in the most conclusive manner; designate your place of meet- 
ing and stipulate the preliminaries. Let us go if you please to the ground con- 


_ secrated by fatal destiny to the prevalence of the withering curse, “the noble 


home of noble men” itis the land of my birth-—I fear not--1 wait for your 
reply. 

A word’ to brother Littell, and I am done, I presume from your statement 
that I am mistaken; the fault is not mine, it grew out of information received 
from brethren in this district, who professed to know the ground upon which the 
association suspentied their correspondence with Long Run. I would be pleased 
to be informed upon what ground that action was based? and whether you 
think that there has been any improvement in the treatment of slaves which 


you so much deprecate? Do you believe that aftera labor of ten years that the, 


contemplated amelioration has been realized? Do you find the Christian mas- 
er diligently engaged in teaching his slaves to read the word of life? lightening 
their burdens, and giving them whtat isjust and equal? or can you belivve that 
slaves are still oppressed, bought and sold by disciples, as goods and chattels? 
would you believe that a christian bishop residing in Kentucky while on a visit 
of mercy to this State was seen tocirculate advertisements for a runaway slave, 
and that for another master!! Would it be taxing your credulity too much to ask 
you to believe that another bishop in hope of a paltry reward sought after a 
slave for several days and nights? !!!—Does such conduct smack strong of 
reform, brother Littell? 

That you, Brother Scott, may yet feel that it is your duty to oppose this dark 
system of iniquity is my earnest and devout prayer. 

Your Bro. in Christ, 
NAT. FIELD. 
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PLAN OF EMANCIPATION, 


Submited to the christian community, called Reformers, or Dis 
ciples, to which all olyections can be shown to be unreasonable. 


Ona day set apart for the purpose, let the Christian master call his slaves around 
him, and address them in the following strain: | 

My. unfortunate slaves--It has been your misfortune to > suffer ae the cupidity ite your 
white brethren, who have torn from the land of your fathers, forty milions of its sons 
and daughters, most of whom have gone to the tomb from under the shackles of a 
grievous bondage ,— fortune has plated you in my power The government under whieh 
I live, authorizes me to perpetuate your captivity and live upon your labor. But the 
bible which contains the will of God, teaches me “that God made of one blood all the 
nations that dwell upon the face of the earth, and that I should break every yoke which 


I have bound upon you ; that I shal! undo your heavy burdens and let you go free ” 


That I should love you as I du myself and “do unto you as | would have you to do 
tome.” Ihave, therefore, delilrately come to the determination to break your fetters 
let what will follow. I had rather die poor and pennyless, with the approbation ofa 
good conscience, than laden with riches,the spoil of oppression. But as Ido not wish 
to thrust you out empty, I propose therefore to you the following terms, to which, if 
you assent your freedom shall be secured, by an offical record. 

Ist. Under the laws of the State it is impossible for you to enjoy the immunities of 
your white brethren, the removal of your civil disabilities will be the work of genera- 
tions to come. Therefore, you who are over twenty one years of age, will be under 
the necessity, however painful, of seeking a home in a foreign land. You will find an 
asylum in Mexico or Canada, were you can be excmpt from a liability to be again 
enslaved, 

2d. In order to your emigration you will need money; to obtain it you must labor.— 
If you choose to remain with me, until you are able to emigrate, 1 will pay you a fair 
equivalent for your services, or if you prefer it you may labor for anvtit r, and whenever 
you are ready to depart I will certify your manumission, 

- 3d. Those of you who are minois I feel bound by huinanity to retain under my guar- 
dignship until you arrive at the age of twenty one years, but as a remuneration for your 
“Sabor, I will clothe, feed, and treat you humanely, instruct you in the commoa 
branches ef an English education, and at the appointed time your freedom shall be re- 
corded. 

4h. These of you who prefer to remian with me for life, and submit to the disabilites 
of the laws rather than leave your children and the ashes of your fathers, may do so. 
and shall have my protection, and a due reward for your toil. 

Brother Scott, to the above plan I invite your objections, f you have any against it. 

Your brother in Christ, 
NAT. FIELD. 


REPLY. 


Brorner 
Iam sorry tosay it, but I cannot help it, there 


is too much of the cavalier in your letter: “mortification and re- 
gret;” “burlesque or evasion,” are, in my judgment, at least, expres- 
sions which as you use them, smack more of your own chagrin 
than any thing else; suppress your dudgeon; I have i uke wes offend- 
ed it would — because I said your wisdom in this 
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excelled by your benevolence; well, lask your parcon; but write 
another letter like the above, and vou will possibly prove that 
your bad temper excels both. 
_ [have written answers to the first two letters with which you 
‘honored me and have done nothing but generalized the question 
_ Of slavery and set it upon its proper political basis. I say it is 
radically a state question, and might exist in the union even after 
every disciple of the true gospel had exercised his individual right 
and freed his slaves upon the spot. Now why should you be so 
much enraged at my manner of looking at this matter? Seeing 
slavery is a great evil, is it improper to enquire whether that eval 
is natural, moral, or religious, or mixed? But you are already in 
the conclusion, and seem almost paralized with astonishment that ° 
I should at all pay any attention to the premises. Excuse my 
tardiness; it is my fault to hang in the premises rather than leap 
into the conclusion. Would you have me conféund church and 
‘gtate and blame one instead of the other? or both when one, or one 
when both are guilty? Does not nosology, in the ars medendi or 
profession of medicine, precede cure? Do you not, Doctor, first 
enquire and then prescribe? or do you first prescribe, and then 
enquire? Be not surprised, brother Field, if I ask where 
the root of the evil is to be found, and whether slavery is to be 
associated originally and radically with the church or with the 
state. When men would kill a tree they do not lopp off a few of 
the uppermost boughs as you would, but strike a blow at the root. 
You are on the house top; I wish to feel around the foundations; 
to grapple with the pillars; and to know the length and strength of 
the things on which the fabric is raised. I assert then that the 
government and not the church of Christ is to be blamed for 
slavery. She did not originate it. She did not propose it. She 
pr not decree it. And shecannotanull it. Hence my first propo- 
ion that 


Slavery is radically a political and not a religious evil. 


This is to call it, you say, “the sin of the state and not of the 
church.” Beware, Doctor, how you substitute in important propor 
sitions, one term for arothér; there are few words in any language 

* that are perfectly synonymous; sin and evil are not always con- 
vertible terms; for although all sin is evil yet all evil is not sin; 
there are abundance ef things both in the natural, political, and a 
religious worlds which, though they are really evils, cannot be ~ 
called sins. In the- natural word, disease and pain are evils but 

not sins; because they. are not violation of law. In the political 
world sorrow of mind, tion, and servitude are evils;but not 

sins: And in the religious world, the temptationsof the devil, the 
world, and the flesh, are evils; but as we may be tempted without 
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violating law therefore our trials are evils but cannot be called 
sins; for we can neither foresee nor prevent but only resist them. 
Let my proposition therefore stand as I have written it, namely 


Slavery is radically a political, not a religious evil; or =~ 


Slavery” originated with the and not the 
church. 


“You say my second propisition is ‘that sietlesie may hold 
slaves, if thé laws of the land permitit.” Tn all debates held for 
the discovery and establishment of truth and conducted upon prin- 
ciples of honor and good*faith the explanation of the parties is 
to be accepted. * Permitme, then, to state in my own words, what 


i may consider as a second proposition and whith I again chal- 


enge you to refute, namely 


Christians didhold slaves and were not reproved for it by the 
Apostles and first teachers of Christianity. 


. From these two propositions you deduce two corollaries namely 

Ist. “That the Church need not be better than the — | 
ment.” 

2d. “That W. Scctt is an advocate for slavery. 

Both of these corollaries are unwarranted. The first is proved 
to be unwarranted, by the fact that the appostles did not think, or 
at least did not say, that because the first christians held slaves the 
church needed to be no better than the government. The first 
fruits of the gentile converts Cornelius was a soldier, and liable 
to be ordered out to battle, the moment his superiors willed it; 
would it be proper to say that because the church included those 
who served the state and were raised to the profession of arms, and 
killed their fellow mortals, therefore she needed not to be better 
than the State?” This would be seemingly a very nawural corol- 
lary and yet it would contradict the fact that soldiers were in thé 
first churches and were the first to be accepted of God through 
Jesus Christ. Please read the following letter from Paul toa slave 
holder and say whether it was likely that because brother Phile- 
mogowned brother Onesimus for life, therefore the church “needed 
not to be purer than the pe 

THE EPISTLE OF PAUL CHE APOSTLE, TO PHILEMON. 
[Written from Rome, A. D. 
Pavt,® prisoner of Jesus Christ, and Timothy the brother, to Philemon the beloved, 


and our fellow-laborer; and to Appbia the beloved : and & Archippus our fellow-saldier 
and to the congregation in your house: Favor to you, and peace from God our Father, 
Lord Jesus Christ. 

I give thanks to my God always, making ‘iention of you in,my prayers, (having 
heard of the faith, which you have toward the Lord Jesus and of your love to all the 
saints,)—thaithe communication of your faith may become effectual by the acknowledg- 
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meént of every good thifig that is among us toward Christ Jesus. For we have much 
joy and consolation in your love ; because the souls of the saints are refreshed by you 
brother. Wherefore, though I might be much bold in Christ to enjoin you what is fit; 
yet, for love's sake, I rather beseech, being such a one as Paul, an old man, and now also 
a prisoner of Jesus Christ. I beseech you for my son, whom I have begot in my bonds, 
even Onesimus; who formerly was to you unprofitable, but now will be very profita- 
ble to you even as he has been to me ;— whom | have sent back; do you, therefore, re 
ceive him as an object of my tenderest affection ; whom I was desirous to have detained 
with mygelf, that, in your stead, he might have ministered to me in these bonds for the 
gospel; but without your mind I would do nothing, thatthe good derived might not be 
asif by constraint, butas voluntary. Perhaps, also, for this reason he was separated 
for a little While, that you might have him forever: no longer as a slave only, but above 
a slave, a beloved brother, especially to me;—and how much: more to-you, both in the 
flesh and in the Lord! If then. you hold meas a partner, receive him as myself. And 
if he have injured youin any thing, or owes you, place it to my account. I, Paul, 
have written with my own hand—I will repay. I forbear to urge upon you, that you 
owe to me even your OWngelf. I beseech you, brother, let me have joy of you in the 
Lord gratify my tender affections for Christ's suke.- Having confidence in your obe- 
dience, I have written to you, knowing that you will even do more than Iask. But at 
the same time, prepare me also a lodging; for I hope, that through your praycrs, I 
shall be granted to you. These salute you, | paphras, my fellow prisoner for Christ 
Jesus; Mark, Aristarchus, Demas, Luke, my fellow-laborers. The favor of our Lord 
Jesus Christ be with your spirit. 


Bro. Field, I presume you are aware that T am treading pecu 
liar ground, and that ninety nine out of one hundred will ¢on- 
clude with yourself that because -I have referred slavery to the 
state and said that the primitive christians had slaves, therefore I 
am “The ‘apologist for slavery.” This may be called your sec- 
ond corollary from my premises. But itis false; what would you 
think of the man who because his friend referred the origin of ardent 
spirits to the distillery, and said that it was in use three hundred 
years ago, should charge him with being the apologist of intem- 
perance? You have so mistaken the state of the case or the ques- 
tion, that you have dared me to a viva voce defence of slavery as 
practised in the United States! I will not defend slavery in an 
state; it is a political evil; andto defend it wouldbe like defending 
evil of any other kind atleast. You think that whatever is “derived 
from the-authority ” of the scriptures may be defended. Well, you 
are right in this; but slavery does not derive its authority from 
the scriptures. It was in existence before the scriptures. were 
written and is to be referred to the’state and not to the church for 
its authority. scriptures do not decree slavery into existence 
but only show that it existed in the times wien they were written. 
and that some of the professors of the true religion held slaves, 
and were not reproved for it. Can you believe, brother Field, that 
Paul said “art thou called being a slave mind it not?” would it 
tax your credulity too much to ask you to believe that an apostle 
met the runaway slave Onesimus, converted him to Christ, and 
sent him back to his master for ever? 
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“My first “That slavery is of thé'state,” shows that 
the evahgeliat of Christ have nothing to do with it in their proc- 
lamation. My second proposition that “the primitive christians 
were not reproved. for it,” shews that the apostles did not connect 
this question with their proclamation. The preaching of the true 


_ gospel, then, is not to.be burdened with this question. 


As for ‘your plan of manumission I publish it with all pleasure, 


1 ee ~sthat if the reformers, as. you call them, see itto be good théy may 
lm follow it. You think it defies confutation; but suppos) all the re--— 


formers realized your wishes and freed their slaves upon the spot, 
would slavery be done away? would the disease be cured? You 


_ will answer no. Well, tell_me the reason. You possibly say that 


it is because the plaster i is not equal to the sore; in other words that 
the plan is too limited because thousands who hold slaves, are not 
reformers. Well,then this is the first objection to which younplan 
is liable. If carried this moment into practice, it would leave the 
the matter essentially where it found it. 

‘The fact is, the government must be made to act in this affair if 
we would cure it; and all attempts to remove the disease by any 


other means, is so much time lost. These fretful and.fitful societies , 


which are got up by the enthusiasts of the free states are no way 
adequate to the greatness of the enterprise. They only provoke 
the slave holders by their impudence and their ignorance, and so 
rivet the chains of the slave more perfectly uponhim. 

The question is a political one; let the governmentsof the free 
states, who desire the emancipation of the slaves, make appropria- 
tions of money equal to their immediate removal; let the United 
States’ Government make appropriations, and I am bold to say. that 
their overtures will be listened to. lam bold to say that scarce all 
the means that the free states and the United states could put into 
requisition would be able to meet the wishes of the Kentuckians 
and others in this affair. 

_ But, brother Field, go on; write again if you have got any thing 


‘to say. Iwill publish your pieces; the brethren are not afraid :to 
-yead; and I am not afraid to publish them. Suppose that your 


present plan were exhausted and all the reformers had done as 
you think they ought todo, whatthen? How would you advise in 
regard to the balance of the slave population? Please let us know; 
and when you write do yourself no harm; we are all here; and 
willing to listen to. you if you will treat us like white men, Let 
us have no cant; no bad temper, nor bad words; reformers in 
church and state are often too wPEbcions, and lose inches where 
they might gain yards. i 7 
hearing from you again lam” 
your -brother -in the faith, 
WALTER ‘SCOTT. 
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MILLERsouRGu, Ky, February 27th, 1835. 
Dear Bro. Scott : 


| I received and have just now finished reading, the 2d No. Vol. 
4th, of the Evangelist, I was truly pleased with your rep!y to Bro. Field on the 
subject of slavery. I have been for years opposed to the church of Christ’s inter- 
medling with that subject, feeling coufident that the Gospel acted out would 
better the condition of the servaut and: render the master, cruel 
humane and kind. ‘not as yet seen proof” thz : 
____directly to-destroy that relation. 

I was sorry to hear of the departure of brother Gaston, notwithstanding for 

him it was far better: may the God of a}l consolation fill the heacts of his wid- 
owed companion and her offspring, with peace, love, and joy in the Holy Spirit, 
until they like him shall fall asieep in Jesus. 
But while I approve in general of your course as en Editor, I must confess that 
there are some things said in the biographical sketch given by you of Bro. G., 
which I was not so well prepared to receive. I hope, brother Scott, that you will 
not impute the following remarks to a rickety conscience, or a morbid sensibility 
as I dislike all such phillipics, and I think their use savours not of the meekness 
and gentleness of Christ. 

But to the subject. On page 46 you say that you met with brother G. at 
Salem, where a Baptist congregation bad convened to break bread: the Baptists 
esteemed him as a good man and a true disciple; ‘*but he was a Christian, a 
New-light, and contended for open communion, things that the Baptists greauly 
disliked.” . * 

My objection to this sentence is, that it makes the terms New-light and Chris- 
tian synonymous, now I can say most sincerely that I think I have no predelic- 
tion for the name Christian, apart from the following considerations, viz. “The 
disciples were first called Christians at Antioch,” (I think by Divine appoint- 
ment.) The Christians were first ca‘led New-lights by the orthodox, through 
contempt. Another consideration is that I think there is no other name given 
among men, (not even disciple) on which christians will, and ought to unite.--— 
It may be said as it has been, that this name has been appropriated and made 
in its appropriated sense to mean a sect, and that that sect were not worthy of 
it. If this unnatural import is attached to the term Christain, all that I shall say 
is that sectarians have done it, we are not to blame, 

On page 47, you state that you in yourinterview wih Bro. G. set before him 
the terms ofthe Ancient Gospel as you had arranged them, and that he received 

your views a$ truth, and that evening a brother and sister were brought over, and 
you conclude the paragraph by saying that “on that day were brought over to 
the side of the Gospel, two excellent men, both luborers among the Christians,” 
It seoms then that before they were brought over they were laborers among the 
Christains, but not on the side of the Gospel until they were brought over. The 
words brought over seem to imply a change of sides, or of faith, or both of these. 
But what wasthe case with Bro. G. before he was instructed by you? He 
received the scriptures given by inspiration of God as the only authoritative 
ule of faith and mapners among christians. He believed in one Lord, one faith 
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one baptism. He taught that the blood of Christ cleansed from all sin, and 
urged sinners to believe and obey the gospel, to take upon them the name and 
the yoke of the Lord Jeus Christ: but he (as many others were,) was ignorant 
in part of the object and importof baptism, until he was better instructed, until he 
was taught the way of the Lord more perfectly ; but surely Bro, Scott, his recep- 
tion of that better knowledge did not constitute a “coming over to the side of the 
~~ gospet.*?-F- apprehend this brother was to a certain extent like Bro. Appollos, who 
wasan eloquéntman and mighty in the scriptures, knowing only ghe baptism of — 
John. Aquilla and Priscilla taught him the way of the Lord more perfectly ; but 
surely it would nothave sounded quite so well, had they in giving a narrative of 
that circumstance, concluded it by saying that on that day that excellent man, 
Apollos, was brought over to the side of the gospel. But it may be said, that 
although many profess to be governed:by the scriptures alone, yet they not fully 
understanding the teaching of that book which contains the divine law ; and being 
by some means better instructed, that they have come over to the sideof the 
gospel. But if growing in knowledge constitutes a coming over, there may be 
yet a great coming over to the side of the gospel, even among those who imagine 
themselves now to believe and do all things taught by the apostles. It does 
a strike me quite forcibly that those who, thirty years since, left all human plat- 
Fi a: forms and fled to the scriptures—to the law of the Lord, that they might learn 
| td and do the will of the Lord Jesus, untrammeled by the commandments of men, 
it does I say strike me that those, though babes in knowledge, were men jn 
purpose, and that they had a right to receive every word of knowledge that they 
found ofthe King’s highway, to receive every ray of light which learning and 
piety could shed on the heavenly path (alas too much obstructed by tradition) 
without its being said of them, that they had come over in any way; we stand | 
where we did, and thank God for the better light, be it new light or old. 


a 


Yours in the common faith. 

J. IRVIN, 

W. Scorr. 

ANSWER. 

Grace, mercy, and peace: to you from 

God the Father, and from our Lord Jesus Christ: d 
_ Ihave net the pleasure of a personal acquaintance with you, 

brother Irvin; but I am persuaded, from the testimony which my § ‘ 

fiiends have borne to your character as an upright man and a 

zealous advocate for religious reformation that your acquaintance ™ 
is highly estimable. I regret exceedingly that it was not in my 

power, while in Kentucky, fo visit Millersburgh, where I should d 

_have had the privilege of seeing you and of receiving an introduc- a 

tion to many other disciples of our common Lord. May the good § 


Lord yet gran 


tus this pleasure, and to his name be perpetual 
honor. 
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I have published your letter because Iam willing to submit a 
word in explanation. When I said of Joseph Gaston, “but he was 
a Christian or New-light,” I did not mean to deliver my sentiments 
on the received distinction in the meanings of these two words. I 
did not then, I do not now, think them of synonymous import, 
although they were then and are now used as such by many. I 
only employed them in conformity with the Baptist phraseology. 

_ Indeed, the words ought to have been marked by inverted commas; 

for I intended them as words which the Baptists in the greatness 
of their party zeal used as convertible terms. The term New- 
light 1s one of reproach; Christian 1s the proper appeilative of 

every true follower of Christ, and should never be voluntarily sur- 
rendered on any aceonnt by the disciples. 

Ido not, howey er, deem it necessary’ to appeal to scripture for 
the propriety of using the name Christian as the great appellative 
of thg disciples; for if the ancient and modern worlds have invol. 
untarily concurred to award the names of leaders in philosophy 
and religion to those whose fate it was to follow them, it is cer- 
tainly not incongruous that the followers of Christ should be called 
christians. Nay it was according to the sense of mankind inev- 
itable that they should be called christians, Any other name for 
an appellative would have been incongruous with the customs ot 
society; and therefore the scriptures do not originate the name; 
but only show where it did orginate, and sanction and approve 
what it was perfectly natural to giveto the disciples, and which it 
would have been cruel to have withheld from them,: the name of 
their Leader. | 

The abuse of it has been plead by some as a reason for not using 
it; the abuse of a thing argues nothing at all against the use of it; 
otherwise we should refuse the christian institution altogether ; for 
it has all been abused. If this name has been appropriated by 
sects, we who have refused to be calleda sect, have no apology, _ 
We most of all abuse it when we refuse it; and we offer an insult, 
to Christ when we suffer any other appellation to be pasted updn “¢ 
us. I go then for the name Christian as the appeilative of o 


’ disciples, and so you have my views of this matter. eet 
You class yourself with certain persons who “thirty years ago 
: left all human platforms and fled to the scriptures;” you mean 


those who in Kentucky and other places appropriated the name 


‘A christian; and you add “We stand where we did” &c. 
: Beloved, many of those persons are inestimable characters and 


* deserving of all honor. I will venture to mention the following 
brethren as most distinguished evangelists and the boast’of the 
nd Christians; Stone, Hughes, Palmer, Hall, Gano, Rogers, Allen, 
ve with all of whom, [ am pérsonally, either slightly or intimately, 
acquainted as men who desire to'carry out the will of their Lord 
and Master in all things, both ecclesiastical and evangelical. 
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_ Ido not, dear brother, think it would be at ell profitable, or 
pleasing to say how much you and your brethren have been in- 
dzbted to those who have brought the true gospel and true order of 
the church before the world for adoption; nor was it in order to 
detail this that 1 said of brother Gaston that he was “brought over 
to the side of the true gospel.” I only thought it no unjust tribute 
to his memory tosay in my obituary notice of him that he was the 
first among the Christian ministers who received the true gospel 
afier its great land marks had been ascertained, arranged, and pub- 
lished for salvation. 

All the matters of christianity, as a popular insti{ution, may be 
divided into those of faith and these of order; or they are either 
evangelical, or ecclesiastical. The evangelical are those which 
constitute the good news or gospel which is intended to make men 
christians. ‘Ihe ecclesiastical are those which ordain good order 
and are intended as the media of christian worship; for tognake 
men christians and to keep them christians is the amount of the 
entire institution. 

Now when brother Campbell and myself arose to plead for the 
ancient ecclesiastical or church order we arose to plead for an or- 
der to which our churches had already returned. Before a single 
plea had been offered the church at Pittsburgh which I carried in 
my bosom from the time there was a single miember in at, Was or- 
dered onthe ancient model; and so was brother Campbell’s 
church. 

Jn 1827 when we began to plead for the gospel, as we now preach 
it, we again stood alone. Roman Catholics were not with us, 
_ Protestants were not with us; those called Christians were not with 
us; but some Catholics, some Protestants, and some Christians 
adopted what was announced as the true gospel, and a great many 
of you did- not, as the state of the case at this moment proves. 
Some of those, who call themselves Christians are amony our bit- 
terest enemies. The following from the Christian Palladium | 
| demonstrates the truth of this observation. 


“Elder Matthew Gardner, Ripley, Ohio, October 3, 1824. Campbellism is doing 
much harm in this country, uncharitableness, neglect of prayer, and death are its 
- general companions, Tell your writers to persevere, but mind and keep the humble 
spirit of Christ. I hope to be able to send you some funds before long.” 


‘If then it be asked what that body of people called Christians 
had attained when the original gospel and the original order of the 
church came to be plead for, by those who had recovered them, 
what would be the answer? 

_ It is most certain that in eccclesiastical matters they had not 
attained to the organization of a single church. No, of the in- 


numerable converts, which alias had made, they had not saat 
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one single congregation on the apostolical model. You yourself, 
perhaps, have the distinction of being the first of the Christians 
to organize a church after the fashion plead for in this “Reforma- 
tion,” as it is called by some. 

But in regard to evangelical matters what was the truth in the 
case? Did they hold to a purely evangelical faith? a faith growing 
out of the evangelical testimony? If they did, their practice con-— 
tradicted their belief; for when I became acquainted with them 
their hymns and their prayers were full of supplications for the 


Holy Spirit to convert the people. Do they not sing in their re- 
cruiting service to this day 


“All is vain unless the Spirit of the Holy One comes down'’? 


Was the repentance they plead for predicated on the motives 
which the gospel brings before us? | answer,no. They never had 
baptized a single soul for the remission of sins; they will not do it 
to this day ; and have no.other ideas of the whole business, than 
that it is “Campbellism,” having only “uncharitableness, neglect 
of prayer, and death, as its general companions,” 
It was then from such a state of things ecclesiastical and evan- 
gelical that brother Gaston, came over to the side of the true gos- 
pel, and the true order of the church of God; and it was from 
such a state of things that my beloved brother Irvin, came over 
to the true gospel and true order of the church. Instead of stand- 
ing on the side of those who hate the ancient gospel and ancient 
order and those who preach it, you have come over to the side of 
those who plead for these things and like all of us you find yourself 
reprobated by vour quondam: brethren as “Campbellites.” 
thew Gardner, Harvey, Simington, with many others, hate you just 
as they hate us; and you cannot mend matters. But be not stum- 
bled. I am afraid that some of you are alarmed at mere names 
which we could not forsee and perhaps cannot prevent. Take 
courage beloved brother, you do not stand where you did; but you 
stand on far better ground, as you feel when you argue with stich 
men as Gardner and the Editor of the Christian Palladium. We 
are all with you in the name Christian, and love your persons and 
admire your many virtues. You are doubtless the true servants 
of our Lord Jesus, and our beloved bretliren. With such gentle- 
men and such Christians as brethren Palmer, Hall, Gano, and 

_many others I shall ever deem myself happy in being acquainted. 
May the Lord bless them; may the Lord bless you; may the Lord 
bless us all, and to his great name be everlasting honor. 

I am beloved brother, 
with t esteem, yours 
| 8* 
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REFORMATION. 


| wo. 2. 


Knowledge has outstript goodness among us by a thousand miles at least. 
There is no comparison between the intellects and the morals of the disciples; _ 
in knowledge they are giaats; in goodness dwarfs; they know every thing; they 
do nothing. Inteilect among us like the starry chestaut mounts to the clouds; 
morality stunted and flowerless creeps along the ground neglected by ourselves 
and despised by others who say, How is it that a people can be at once so 
knowing and so uséless? How is it that a people can speak so spiritually and 
act socarnally? They are like the waterman who looks one way and rows an- 

other. 7 They present the anomaly of an “tadvance backward ;” and speak one 


thing and do another. 

Churches must ever resemble the individuals which compose them; it is so 
with ours; could we Conceive of associations of men acting with greater regard to 
knowledge and less to the ends of knowledge, namely goodness? We gobble up 
religious information like storks or cranes, as if it were given only for the sake of 
devouring it; our minds have become like graves or the bottomless pit that never 
‘says there is enough. ‘a’he party churches bave substituted feeling for faith ane 
goodness, we have substituted knowledge for ali the three. ‘They are all feeling ; 
we are ail light; both neglect goodness. ‘They pay preachers and despise the 
poor; we neglect both; they have reformation without motive; we have motive 
without reformation; they have faith without evidence; we have evidence with- 
out faith; they have the Spirit without the promises; we have the promises 
without the Spirit; they have obedience without law, and we have law without 
obedience; what a splendid difference, what a distinguished superiority we en- 
joy overthem! they make every thing out of nothing, and we make nothing out 
of every thing, 

We sometimes speak of the orjginal sin; and we say we never were guilty of 
it; well, that is true; the sin of eating the forbidden fruit lies at Adam’s duor, 
not ours; but what was that sin? ws it not the sin of preferring knowledge to 
duty? Undoubtedly it was, If then the original! sin consisted in sacrificing duty 

to knowledge there can 4e little doubt that we reformers have abundance of that 
kind of sin about us; for we would go twenty miles to hear a good preaching 
crowded with novelties rather than moye one step to do a single deed of mite 
or brotherly love enjoined by it. 

But to return to the reformation of our activg powers, the powers of thinking, 
speaking and acting. In our last paper we wrote of the second of these, namely 
speaking, and argued for silence. We say itis a real luxury; aor those who 
are as ready to speak as a turkey is to gobble, ought to taste it. ‘There are a 
housand things said in a man’s presence and even to him that merit no reply, 
no notice. A person that is surrouded by a wife, children, servants, friends and 
fellow citizens, will if he minds every thing that is said to him, lose every mo- 
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ment of his time, for “the talk of the lips,’? as Solomon says, “tendeth to pov- 
erty.’ A great many people, both men and women, imagine that difficulties 
are to be obviated by talking about them; and so they get to it and run it off like 
a sugar tree; only not so sweet; for the issue thereof is too frequently gall 
rather than saccharine. If such folks would keep an accouut of the evil of 
speaking when they have got nathing good to say and learn to be silent they 
might afterwards keep a diary and test the truth of what is bere inculcated ; they 
might find out arithmetically how much more ‘profitable silence is than talking; 
and how much more influential one good kird action is than a hundred bad 
wordsor even good ones. Iam persuaded that if we were to note down on one 
page all our bad or useless words and on another all our good and useful actions 
that we should be perfectly confounded at their disnarity in point of number. 
Why should the heads of families, and men in business, and christians, and the 
servanis and ministers of Jesus Christ lose so much time in speaking either good 
or evil when so many opportunities of doing good are presenting themselves 
every cay? Why shouid they suffer their love of knowledge or love of talking 
to run off with their time, time that ought to be employed in preparing themselves 
by good deeds to meet the Judge of all theearth. If one half of the meetings 
that are held by christians for acquiring knowlecge were employed to find out 
what good dees could be accomplished, what error could be correc:ed, who of 
the poor could be comforted, the sick visited, the needy relieved and the stranger 
received, the cause would flourish in a very different proportion. But there is 
little concert in action; if there be harmony amoung a few it is only in belief and 
knowledge rather than practice and the accomplishinent of good. But I must 
stop, or your readers will say that I also have to begin to “practice what | 


preach.”’—Farewell. PHILIP. 


we 
¥ PAs 


A MORSEL FOR AN INFIDEL. 


x 


The infidel who rejects the necessity and authority of divine 
revelation, in support of his theory of natural religion, says that 
upon the repentance and amendment of the transgressor he is 
of consequence reinstated into the favor of God, and his past delin- 
quencies are all forgotten; in a word that his reformation, i IS a per- 
fect indemnification for any injury that the government under 
which he exists may have sustained; and that he will be placed in 
the same situatiogas if he had never offended, but had always 
sustained a character for unsullied rectitude. Now specious us 
this argument is, and confidently as it is relied on for its solidity, it 
is nevertheless baseless, and is contradicted by the experience and 
observation of all who will reflect but for a moment, what are the 
effects that follow the infraction of any of the natural, organic, or 
moral laws in the constitution of things under which man lives, as 
contemplated even by the unbeliever in the sufficiency of what he 
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calls natural religion. Punishment is always annexed to the vio- 
lation of law; the intemperate, the licentious, the voluptuous, suf- 
fer the loss of appetite and of health, of character, of property, 
and of life; alihough he may see the folly and madness of his 
conduct and actually repent, and amend, yet he is not reinstated, 
his situation is not that which it was before his career of vice be- 


him according to the fixed and unalterable laws of God, in the gov- 


ernment of the world? The folly and extravagance of the reasoning 


of the Deists are manifest in supposing that the case of pent- 
tence is like that of innocence, that of one is an acknowledged con- 
traction of guilt, and a sense of deserved punishment, and it is not 
in accordance with the principles of rectitude that both should be 
treated alike; his repentance cannot obliterate even his own sense 
of shame for the fact, nor cancel the sins he has committed ; a sense 
of evil foreboding and dissatisfaction must be always present before 
him; his reformation may be perfect for the future, and his life 
may be without a blot, from this time onward, but what does this 
avail for the past? Can tears of sorrow wash away the stains of 


guilt he has formerly contracted? can amendment for the future 


inake indemnity for the past? it cannot be, either in human or in 
Divine governments; so that this main pillar of infidelity is with- 


outa foundation; it isa mere dogma, neither supported by nature 


or religion, and in opposition to our experience and observation. 
Fallacious as this reasoning of the infidel is, that of the professed 
christian is equally so, who denies the reality of a proper sacrifice 
for sins, or of the merits of that blood that was shed by Jesus Christ 
for the purpose of expiation. For while the one attempts to ex- 
plode altogether the necessity for a Divine revelation, containing a 
tender of pardon to men, the other endeavors to throw aside the 
means which God in his wisdom has devised and made known as 
the ground upon which he wiil bestow ; ardon upon the sons of men. 
The one boasts of the sufficiency of reason, and the light of na- 
ture to answer all the questions that may be proposed upon this 
most important subject, and repudiates the idea of revelation, and 
the other proudly rejects the tender of pardon through the blood of 
the Lamb, because he is not able to solve all the difficulties that 
the doctrine of expiation presents to his mind. . The one rejects the 
word of God because he knows too much, and the other the doc- 
trine of reconciliation because he cannot attain to more than what 
has been revealed. 


TITUS. 
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The Evangelist 


ON THE OFFICE OF EVANGELIST. 


The things of christianity may be divided into those which are of an ecclesi. 
astical nature, and those which are strictly evangelical. The ecc!esiastical 
things of our religion are those positive institutions which constitute what is 
called “ church order;?»—The things which are strictly evangelical are those 


~~ which relate to the conversion of men to the faith, and which are called + the- 


gospel.’ It is this division of things which has given rise and currency to such 
phrases as the following: ** faith and order,’’ % gospel faith and gospel .order.”’ 
The office of evangelist divides itself into two classes of duties, the first of which 
comprehends every thing necessary to make men disciples; the second, every 
thing necessary to make provision for the future education of those disciples. 
Now it is very proper that evangelists should have just and comprehensive views 
of their own profession, as otherwise they may commit great mistakes, mistakes 
which shall operate alike fatally to their own reputation, and to the final perse- 
verance of the saints. What should we think of that man whose ideas of the 
military art extended no farther than the recruiting service without regard to the 


future training of the persons enlisted? ‘To make disciples to Jesus Christ, and 


n0t to put or set them in order, is as if a teacher should ransack the country for 
sholars, and, after he has succeeded to the full amount of his own wishes, leave 
them without making the least provision for the attainment of the end for which 


they subscribed their names and monies, 


Is not the church the school of Christ? Without all doubt it is. To set this 
school in order then, to appoint elders in every such assembly ; to furnish it with 
men qualified for the temporal charge, and to deliver it the ordinances is certain- 
ly an essential department of the evangelical office. Accordingly the Apostle 
in reference to this branch of the proclaimer’s duties, bids Timothy ** do the work 
of au evangelist.” * He bids him by this means give full proof of lis mimistry. 
When a man in the character of an evangelist converts many to Christ, and af- 
terwards organizes them agreeably to scripture, and makes all the provision for 
their future nurture in Christ Jesus that the scripture authorizes and circum- 
stances admit these organized bodies of converts walking in the commancments 


and ordinances of the Lord blameless, are to be, and will be, regarded as proofs 


of his ministry by whose assiduity and labors they have been set up. But to 
leave all things at loose ends demonstrates to all men our incompetency, our 
carelessness, our ignorance of the evangelical profession, What should we 
judge of the mechanic who collects his materials for a piece of workmanship, and 
after the time, trouble, and expense necessary to prepare each part, fails to 
bring all things together? Is the competency of the a goldsmith, or 
carpenter demonstrated by such 4 course. 

* But let us suppose that a person has tummed many to Steiaiesiie dene the 
gospel; that he has framed them into a proper christian building; supplied them 
with the guardians necessary to their spiritual im provement, and servants to take 


care of their temporalities; that he has instructed the overseers how to meet 


with each other, and to consult with one another constantly, of the things which 
relate to the flock of God; that he has schooled them in the nature of offence, 
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whether individual, congregational, or mixed, and shown them the art, prudence 
and benevolence, indispensible in the discipline of the church; that he has 
showed the deacons how to meet and to consult of the matters vhich concern the 
charities of the church, how to raise the funds necessary for church and charita- 
ble purposes, and to adorn the divine institution by good works and a well di- 
rected bounty; suppose, I say, that the evangelist has done all this; and then 
say whether this commendable course is not in a special manner related obvi- 
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a 


ously both.to his own ease aud honor. 

When the preacher has effected this, he is relieved of all future burden; when 
he has educated some for teachers, some for presiding and some for reading, ex- 
hortation and prayer, he is then prepared to commence his evangelical ministry 
on new ground, to preach the gospel in other places also; and if he succeeds then 
his mind is left free to organize as before, and to set up in the land another di- 
vine institution to be a praise to God, and an honor to himself, a proof, a full 
proof of his ministry. Some give only half the proof necessary to establish their 
characters as evangelists of Christ; and some give no proof at all; but the full 
proof is the full organized church, like the morning, fair as the moon, clear as 
the sun, and terrible as an army with banners. 

Let the evangelist then think how much the perfect fulfilment of his ministry 
is related to his own ease and his own honor. Some men act very fatally to 
their own ease and honor in this affair, and are either half dead or wholly dis- 
couraged by the burden of disorderly disciples which they have to carry. Others 
make churches and give names to them das we do our children, but they afford 
$0 little exercise to the powers of the brethren; they nurse them so much on their 
own busom ; and dandle them so long upon their own knees that they never learn 


towalk. They are big or old bavies; and some preachers have large families 
of them. EDITOR. 


Battmore, March 13th, 1835. 


Beloved and much esteemed Brother,— 
I am convinced that as an editor you have 


many a tedious task in reading the ravingsand rovings of the human imagination, 


Every writer transcribes froin his brain to the paper that which floats on the sur- 
face and whether the intellectual, mora], or animal powers bear the sway, the 
tedeum is sung accordingly. Some men are all intellect, yo to speak, and are 
always full of abstractions, and abstrusities, and render very litde benefit to men 
of active life. Others are all moral feeling; and every wind that blows, or 
sound heard, is matter of joy, grief, sympathy or pleasure. Others, and these 
are the ten thousand, are all buried beneath their animal.passions; If they 
profess religion, it must be of that kind where malice, envy and evil speaking 
are tolerated or it will not suit; there must be a yent for that spleen which burns 


within; the preacher must be a cutting, sarcastic partizan, orhe willnotbe 


heard with pleasure; he must be prepared to call obedience sanctimonious 
hypocrisy; a regard to virtuous behaviour, low lifed fastidiousness; and to 
speak of religion, as being altogether an heroic, manly, fearless, patriot- 
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ic thing; I am sorry whenever | see a disciple under the influence of the 
back of his head; there is much danger of Being naturali’y led even to obey 
Jésus in his institutions for the purpose of being able to overcome others in argu- 
inent; wniess the knowledge . God make disciple humble, it has done very 
little for him. 


If it would not look too much like presumption in me, I would speak to 


brother Scott freely on a subdject which from its prominancy in the periodicals 
of the reformation, seems destined to weaken the bond by which the disciples 
are united together. The subject to which I refer isthe controversy in which 
brother McCorkle and “A Reformed Clergyman,” are engaged; and, although 
you have not immediately meddled with it, )et indirectly you have been dis- 
cussing questions which have the same tendency, I refer to your essays oa the 
second coming of Christ, With me itis deemed sufficient to present. at al! 


times, to the disciples, subjects which have a practical bearing on the heart and 
life. And prominent, general established facts, are better calculated to afford 
matter productive of this end; for instance, whether the Lord will personally 
descend ona cloud to mount Olivet; and whether all the saints will see him 
with their eyes, or the Jews only, are matters from which a therefore cannot be 
drawn; But take this declaration of Paul, “For we must all apear before the 
judgment seat of Christ, that every one may receive the things done in his body, 
according to that he bath done whether it be good or bed,”’ and from this rela- 
tion of facts, can be drawn practical conclusions. Indeed when I think about 
the second coming of our Lord, | am distressed atthe thought even of the 
whole surface of our globe being sufficient to hold the number of those whu will 
“love his appearing,” much more how they shall be able to see him with the 
eye descend on the mount of Olives. Our imaginations, I know love latitude, 
but then we know how susceptible men are to be seton fire by a theory of spec- 
ulation. And by each one contending for his own theory, the disciples take 

sides, and have not all of them the prudence to differ on these matters and yet 

love one another. As to whether Jesus will personally reign on this earth a 

thousand years, or by means of the gospel, is of no consequence to us: We ee 
know that, come when he will, and reign how he may, it will be in righteous- B5.°53 
ness; consequently none but the righteous will be interested. ‘The mere fact of 
a man’s believing in his personal reign will by no means give him a right to live 
underit. ‘The diligent keeping of his commandments will be the only recom- 
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mendations in any case; and if so, then we ought to be preparing for his coming . ai Wah 
by doing all he has commanded, and avoiding ‘all he has forbidden. Agairy being a hy | 


divided on the application of prophecy, the enemy is rejoiced to see us presenting 
a vulnerable front. Nothing is so pleasing to the disobedient, as to see the dis- 
ciples falling out by the way, making the saying true that ** united we stand, 
divided we fall.” ‘To me these are important matters. Disciples should neve 

wish to shine in prophetic phrase. There is a danger in the tendency of these 
many meaning stt dies; for aftera man has familiarized himself with the mean- 
_ing of types, symbols, figures, tropes, allegories, and al! the imagery of the 
apocalypse, he 1s in a measure, rendered unable to feel the force of plain, open, 
matters of fact. Our mimds are so constructed, that unlesss we are careful, we 
are easily betrayed from the plain enlightened path of the gospel, into the meta- 
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physical gropings of the ancients. The study of such subjects and their eluci- 
dation are too intricate and far-fetched for ordinary minds. Few, very few 
reformers have the time to spare, or the means to use, necessary to the prosecu- 
tion ofthe task. And to take such things ou trust, is to give up a main principle 
of the reformation, that is, thinking, reading, and acting, every one for himself. 


% James Town, 16th March, 1835. 

Bro. Scorr:—I have now read several writers on the prophecies, and, be- 
tween the litteralists, and the figurativeists, they have left me where they found 
me. I donot understand the prophecies any better now, than before I read 
those writers. If others are left where I am, in this matter, where is the use of 
such writings? Will they not be found as useless to the family of man, as the 
writings about the begetting and Sonship of Jesus Christ have been? 

But to return to prophecy—the great dispute is about the coming of Christ the 
secoud time. The litteralists say he will come personally and literally, the fig- 
urativeists say he will not come personally and literally, but that he will come 
figuratively, as he did to destroy Jerusalem, in the person of Titus Cesar. If so, 
who knows but what the Quaker is right; for he Jesus only gave commandment 
that his disciples should commemorate his death, by the breaking and eating of 
bread, and drinking of wine, until he came; if he did not mean a personal and 
literal return, how do we know but that we are all idolaters? doing that which 
we have no command to do. 


In haste, I am as ever, Yours in the pursuit of knowledge, 
M. WINANS, 


James Towx, Ohio, March 30, 1235. 
* John iv. 13. “+ Hereby know we that we dwell in him, and he in us, because he 
hath given us of his spirit.”’ , 

To whom did or does the above paséage apply? 

Did or does it apply to any but Apostles, or Inspired men? 

One grand error is the making of a gencral application of special cases—and 
another source of error is the making of any thing special, that is general. From 
these two sources of error have flowed al! the superstition that has been manifest- 
ed in the religious world. | 

Tho first of these errors would be fully manifested in claiming for all the fa- 
mily of Israel, that which belonged specially to Moses, Aaron, and the Prophets, 
Or, in claiming for all the christians, that which belonged to the Apostles and 
Prophets exclusively. 

The latter of these errors is manifested in the special application of a general 

ipal, such as the | which was adapted to suit all i 
gospe p and is of gene~ 
M. WINANS. 


The person who made us pay 25 cents for five queries, which be sent ina letter from 
Dilinois, we would take-the liberty of answering , by putting the following query te hira: 
Bro. D. P. H. do you really think that your five queries were to me worth 25 cents? 
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